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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This communication is responsive to the amendment filed 10/27/2005. 

Claims 1-63 are pending in this application and claims 1-31 and 52-63 are 
withdrawn. Claims 32, 35, 41, 49, 50, and 51 are independent claims. In the 
amendment filed 05/04/2005, Claims 32-38, 40, 41 , 49, 50 and 51 were amended. This 
action is made Final. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 32-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The Applicant claims "expressing the content structure of said root object by a 
tree-structure set membership consisting of zero or more objects, said zero or more 
objects comprising zero or more parent objects and zero or more child objects, each 
child object respectively corresponding to one of said zero or more parent objects." 
However, there could be a case where there are zero child objects and zero parent 
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objects therefore making the tree consist of just the root. If that were the case the rest 
of the limitations that refer to parent and child objects would not apply. 

Claim 35 recites the limitation "the object" in line 13 and "object selected" in line 
14. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear as 
to which object is being referred to. 

Claim 39 recites the limitation "retrieval" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The Examiner is unclear to what 
"retrieval" the applicant is referring to. 

Claim 41 recites the limitation "the object" in line 13 and "object selected" in line 
14. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear as 
to which object is being referred to. 

Claim 46 recites the limitation "the actually existing object" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear as to which 
object is being referred to. 

Claim 50 recites the limitation "the object" in line 13 and "object selected" in line 
14. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear as 
to which object is being referred to. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 32-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Srivastava et al. (US 6549922). 

In regards to independent claim 32, Srivastava teaches an object content 
structure management method for managing a content structure of a root object, 
wherein said root object includes attribute data corresponding to a media file, 
comprising expressing the content structure of said root object by a tree-structure set 
membership consisting of zero or more objects, said zero or more objects comprising 
zero parent objects and zero child objects, each child object respectively corresponding 
to one of said zero parent objects (See Figure 2, Element 230, and 242). Since the rest 
of the claim limitations deal with either the parent or the child objects and since 
Srivastava has zero parent and child objects, the rest of the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 33, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 34, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 
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In regards to independent claim 35, Srivastava teaches an object content 
structure management method for managing a content structure of a root object, 
wherein said root object includes attribute data corresponding to a media file, 
comprising expressing the content structure of said root object by a tree-structure set 
membership consisting of zero or more objects, said zero or more objects comprising 
zero parent objects and zero child objects, each child object respectively corresponding 
to one of said zero parent objects (See Figure 2, Element 230, and 242). Since the rest 
of the claim limitations deal with either the parent or the child objects and since 
Srivastava has zero parent and child objects, the rest of the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 36, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 37, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 38, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 39, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 40, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to independent claim 41 , Srivastava teaches an object content 
structure management method for managing a content structure of a root object, 
wherein said root object includes attribute data corresponding to a media file, 
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comprising expressing the content structure of said root object by a tree-structure set 
membership consisting of zero or more objects, said zero or more objects comprising 
zero parent objects and zero child objects, each child object respectively corresponding 
to one of said zero parent objects (See Figure 2, Element 230, and 242). Since the rest 
of the claim limitations deal with either the parent or the child objects and since 
Srivastava has zero parent and child objects, the rest of the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 42, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 43, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 44, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 45, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 46, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 47, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 

In regards to claim 48, Srivastava has zero parent and child objects; therefore 
the claim limitations are met. 

Claim 49 is similar in scope to claim 32; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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Claim 50 is similar in scope to claim 35; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 51 is similar in scope to claim 41; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 32-51 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Boris Pesin whose telephone number is (571) 272-4070. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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